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talking solar, we are talking wind, we
are talking geothermal and we are
talking biomass; that is it.

When I stood to oppose the original
mandate, I pointed out that in my
home State of Ohio, our use of renew-
able energy is much lower than the na-
tional average. Renewables, including
hydropower, generate 1 percent of our
electricity.

I also pointed out there are many
other States which rely on renewable
sources for electricity generation. Ac-
cording to the 1998 data from the En-
ergy Information Administration—and
this is really important because it gets
at the regionalism and how unfair this
mandate is, as it is written, to certain
regions of the country—at least 10 per-
cent of the electricity generated in 16
States comes from renewable power. Of
these 16, 5 States receive more than 50
percent of their electricity from renew-
able sources, and the primary source is
hydroelectric power. Four of the five
States—Idaho, Oregon, South Dakota,
Washington—rely on hydroelectric
power for more than 60 percent of their
electricity. Maine is the only State
east of the Mississippi to rely on re-
newables for more than 50 percent of
its electricity, 30 percent coming from
hydro and 30 percent from other renew-
ables.

Regions and even individual States
that currently have a high percentage
of renewable energy sources would be
less impacted by the underlying provi-
sions. However, forcing a mandatory
minimum would unduly burden States
such as Ohio.

Let me tell you a little about my
State and States in the Midwest. We
rely heavily on coal. Mr. President, 86
percent of our energy comes from coal.
As Members of this Senate know, there
are bills that have been introduced
that will increase and require us to re-
duce NOX, SOX, mercury, and some are
even talking about carbon. In our
State, we are putting our money into
clean coal technology, not into switch-
ing to renewables.

What this underlying bill requires is
that, in a place such as Cleveland, OH,
my kilowatt—maybe some of my col-
leagues are not aware of this—my cost
per kilowatt hour in Cleveland is 4.7
cents. This bill is talking about in-
creasing that by 3 cents per kilowatt
hour. That is a tremendous increase we
are going to have to bear in States
such as Ohio.

AEP, which has its home office in
Ohio, American Electric Power, esti-
mates that they would have to install
an additional cumulative total of 2,100
megawatts of renewables by 2011, a
total of 4,100 megawatts by 2015, and a
total of 7,000 megawatts by 2020 under
this requirement. This should be com-
pared with their total generation,
which is 38,000 megawatts. That is in 11
States. And this calculation does not
include a safety valve or cost cap. The
cost impact on AEP alone would range
from $100 million to $400 million net
present value.

One of the things that bothers me
when we debate these things in the
Senate is, we are talking about the
utilities. The utilities are the rate-
payers.

In my State, our manufacturers are
taking it in the back of the neck. We
are losing manufacturing jobs in the
Midwest. One of the things that trig-
gered this was a year ago we had a
spike in gas prices, which put most of
the small businesses in a negative posi-
tion. Then, with the high cost of the
dollar, they are in deep trouble, espe-
cially if they export.

So we are talking about adding costs
on a specific segment of our economy,
which happens to fall heavily in my
State. We use a lot of electricity. It
also puts a negative burden on the peo-
ple who live in my inner cities.

People just talk about these things
as if it didn’t matter. But the people
who make less than $10,000 a year pay
about 30 percent of whatever they have
for energy costs. This kind of legisla-
tion, as it is written, is going to drive
those costs up. Let’s talk about those
people who are going to pay the cost.

What I am saying today, to my col-
leagues, is give me a break. Give us a
break. Some of you are from regions
that do not have the problems we have.
We have 23 percent of the manufac-
turing jobs in this country in the Mid-
west. In my State alone, we have more
manufacturing jobs than they have in
the entire northeastern part of the
country.

What we are trying to do today is
come up with a reasonable number in
terms of this mandate. It may not
mean a lot to some people who live in
some of the other States that do not
have manufacturing, but it does mean
a great deal in States like my State. I
think of Paul’s Letter to the Romans,
Chapter 12: We are all part of one body.
We have different functions.

It would be really nice if on the floor
of this Senate we would start to give a
little more consideration to some of
the specific problems some of us have
in our States so we could continue to
survive and prosper and have reason-
able energy costs, continue our manu-
facturing, and not drive up the cost for
the least of our brethren.

I urge my colleagues to really give
serious consideration to this. This is a
reasonable proposal we are making
today. It does not eliminate the man-
date. It just says, if we have to comply
with it, we comply with it in a way
that is less oppressive than what is
contained in the underlying bill.

Mr. REID. Under the previous order,
the Senate is going to stand in recess
so we can all listen to our Secretary of
State in room 407. I ask, however, that
the recess be extended until the hour of
4:15. I cleared this with my colleague,
Senator NICKLES. I ask that that time
count against the 30 hours.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECESS

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
the Senate now stand in recess.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 2:59 p.m., recessed until 4:15 p.m. and
reassembled when called to order by
the Presiding Officer (Mr. NELSON of
Florida).
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NATIONAL LABORATORIES PART-
NERSHIP IMPROVEMENT ACT OF
2001—Continued

Mr. REID. Mr. President, for the in-
formation of all Senators, we hope to
be able to have a vote on the Nickles
amendment within the next half hour.
We do not know for sure how long peo-
ple will speak. We have had a number
of Members indicate they wanted to
speak on the Nickles amendment. We
have several of them in the Chamber
right now. We will proceed on that.
There should be a vote within the next
half hour.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

AMENDMENT NO. 3256

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, if none of
my colleagues are prepared to take the
floor, let me spend a couple of minutes
in support of the Nickles amendment.

As you know, the Nickles amend-
ment, which is the pending business,
would reduce the amount of penalty in
effect that a public utility would bear
if it did not produce the required
amount of electricity for retail sales
with so-called renewable energy re-
sources. This has to do, again, with the
portfolio that we call the renewable re-
sources that would be required to ac-
count for 10 percent of the retail sales
of all the investor-owned utilities in
the country.

Bear in mind that the publicly owned
utilities are exempted only because a
point of order would have been effec-
tive against the inclusion of the public
utilities in the amendment due to the
unfunded mandate nature of the under-
lying provision. Ultimately, this prob-
ably will apply both to investor-owned
and public utilities, but for the mo-
ment it applies only to the investor-
owned utilities.

When I talk about a penalty on the
utilities, of course, I am really talking
about a penalty on the utility cus-
tomers because utilities are not in the
business of losing money—at least not
very long. As a result, their expenses
are charged back to their customers.

What we are really talking about in
the underlying bill is a requirement
that these utilities produce 10 percent
of their retail power from so-called re-
newable resources, such as wind, solar,
or biomass energy. Then, if they don’t
do so, they have to buy that amount
from other available resources or, if
they can’t do that, pay an amount
equal to 3 cents per kilowatt hour to
make up the difference.

Let us say that the requirement
when the bill is fully effective is 10 per-
cent and they are able to generate 1
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